397. MAHOMEDAN V. HINDU

It is with very great regret that we notice some correspondence in an
East London journal between a Mahomedan and a Hindu. We should
have thought that the palpable need for the utmost harmony between
all sections of the Indian community in South Africa would have prevented
amenities1 of this nature. We do not desire to go into the merits of the
letters, but merely to express our disapprobation of this kind of thing.
We trust the writers will have the good sense to join in our regret and
leave the correspondence where it stands. There are other and weightier
matters that can more usefully employ their attention. We may perhaps
be allowed to remind our readers that Indian Opinion is a journal specially
devoted to the discussion of all Indian affairs in South Africa; and that,
if unfortunately differences arise between Indians, our columns are the
natural and most fitting medium for their ventilation.
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398. SIR MANGHERJI AND MR. LYTTELTON
Sir Mancherji asked Mr. Lyttelton why Indians were excluded from
the right to vote in the Transvaal Constitution. He asked further whether
or not the Constitution would be amended in order to enfranchise them.
Mr, Lyttelton replied that the Boers interpreted the terms of the Peace
Treaty, signed on the cessation of hostilities, to mean that no Coloured
person would get the right to vote until the Transvaal attained full self-
government. In deference to this interpretation, Mr. Lyttelton had ex-
cluded the Indians so as not to give any ground to the Boers to doubt
the honesty of the British Government. The word used in the terms of
the Treaty is "Native5' and not "Coloured people". Now the word "Native"
can in no way be interpreted to mean "Indians". That word is invariably
used in South Africa for the natives of this country. The practice of in-
cluding Indians and other Coloured people in the term "Native" is of recent
origin, and that too only when it is specifically so laid down in a law*
It is surprising that Mr. Lyttelton should have given the above explanation
when, the word is not normally so interpreted even today. If Indians
are thus included in the term "Native", great harm is likely to done to them,
There is not the slightest likelihood of the Dutch or the British grant-
ing the franchise to Indians on the attainment of self-government. Sir
George Farrar, a noted gentleman of the Transvaal, has already decla-
red that the "Natives" would never be granted the right to vote. His
1 Perhaps this word is used satirically in the sense of pleasant manners or is a misprint
for 'enmities*.